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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: Distinctions were pointed out between the claimed invention and the 
prior art of record. These were taken under advisement. During the interview, Applicant purposes to combine claims 1 
and 3 and to include "a portion between the closure member and the interior of the ink bag is not filled with ink but inert 
gas" appears to overcome the rejection as applied. However, a decision on the patentability of each claim would be 
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